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Abstract

We apply the recent results of F. Hiai, M. Mosonyi and T. Ogawa
[arXiv:0707.2020, to appear in J. Math. Phys.| to the asymptotic hypoth-
esis testing problem of locally faithful shift-invariant quasi-free states on a
CAR algebra. We use a multivariate extension of Szeg@’s theorem to show
the existence of the mean Chernoff and Hoeffding bounds and the mean
relative entropy, and show that these quantities arise as the optimal error
exponents in suitable settings.

1 Introduction

Assume that we have a sequence of finite-level quantum systems with Hilbert
spaces H = {H, : n € N}, and we know a priori that either the nth system is
in the state p, for each n € N (null-hypothesis Hy), or in the state o,, (counter-
hypothesis H;). The protocol to decide between these two options is to make a
binary positive operator-valued measurement (7,,, 1, —1,),0 < T, < I, on H,
for some n € N. If the outcome corresponding to 7;, occurs then H, is accepted,
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otherwise it is rejected. Obviously, there are two ways to make an erroneous
decision: to accept Hy when it is false (error of the first kind) and to reject it
when it is true (error of the second kind), with corresponding error probabilities

an(Ty) = pul,—T,) =Trp (L, —T,),
/Bn(Tn> = an(Tn) ="Tr a'nTnv

where p,, and 7,, denote the densities of p,, and o,,. Apart from the trivial situation
when supp p,, L supp 7, there is no measurement making both error probabilities
simultaneously 0. However, the error probabilities are expected to vanish with
an exponential speed as n goes to infinity when the measurements are chosen in
an optimal way. The main goal in the study of asymptotic hypothesis testing
is to identify the rate of exponential decay to zero in various settings. Here we
will study the following quantities, related to the Chernoff bound, the Hoeffding
bound and Stein’s lemma, respectively:

c(p||@) := sup { lim ! log (o (Ty,) + ﬁn(Tn))} ;

{Tn} n—oo n

1 1
h(r|pl|o) = sup{lim ——log B,(T}) limsup—logan(Tn)<—r}, r >0,
{T,} n—oo 1 n—oo 1
1
olla) = lim ——log B3,(7},) | li n(1n)=0%,
5(7113) f;g{nggo Lo 6,(13) | lim (1) =0}

where the suprema are taken over sequences of measurements for which the limits
exist.

As it was shown in various settings [11, 2], 3, [1T], 13, 14}, 15] 16} 19} 21], 22], under
suitable conditions the above exponents coincide with certain relative entropy-like
quantities. Apart from giving computable closed expressions for the error expo-
nents, the importance of these results lies in providing an operational interpre-
tation for the given relative entropy-like quantities. Our aim in this paper is to
establish these equalities for locally faithful quasi-free states on a CAR algebra,
based on the results of [14]. In Section [2 we give a brief overview on hypothesis
testing and quasi-free states, and in Section [4] we give our main results, relying
on [I4] and an extension of Szegd’s theorem that we prove in Section [3

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Mean relative entropies and hypothesis testing

Let w and ¢ be states on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space ‘H with densities @ and
¢ e, w(A) = TrwA, A € B(H), and similarly for ¢. When suppw < supp ¢,



the Chernoff bound, the Hoeffding bound(s) and the relative entropy of w and ¢
are defined as

s At al—t
Cwlly) = Jin {logTro'p' "},
—tr — log Tr wtpt—t
H(rlwlle) = max L , >0,
Swlle) = Trw(logw—loge).
(Here we use the conventions 0 := 0, t € R and log0 := —o0.) All these quan-

tities are non-negative, jointly convex in the variables w, ¢, and monotonically
decreasing under the simultaneous application of a trace-preserving completely
positive map on w and ¢ [I8, 23, 24]. The Chernoff bound and the relative en-
tropy are also strictly positive, i.e., they vanish only when the two states are
equal. The Hoeffding bounds, however, only take strictly positive values on a
range of r that depends on the states w and ¢; if the supports are equal then this
range is easily seen to be 0 < r < S (¢||w).

Now let p':= {pn}nen and & := {0, }nen be two sequences of states on the
finite dimensional Hilbert spaces H = {Hn}nen, and assume that supp p, <
supp d,, n € N. With the above conventions, the functions

Un(t) := log Tr 1,5,

are well-defined for all ¢ € R, and they are easily seen to be convex on R, with
the properties

n(1)=0  and (1) =S (pnllon) -

If supp p, = supp &, then also 1,(0) = 0 and ¥/ (0) = —S (0, || pn). We define
the mean versions of the Chernoff bound, the Hoeffding bounds and the relative
entropy by

— — . 1

Cu (7ll&) = lim ~C(pnllon) , (1)
— — . 1

Hy (r| pl|6) = lim —H (nr|pa||on) , (2)
— — . 1

Su (A116) = lim =S (pallon) (3)

whenever the limits exist. Note that if the functions %wn converge uniformly to
some function ¢ on [0, 1] then the mean Chernoff bound and the mean Hoeffding



bounds exist, and

Cu (717) =~ uin (1) (@)
w1F116) = max 20O g (5)

0<t<1 1—1¢

Moreover, if supp p, < supp 6,, n € N, then Sy (7| &) = lim, e ¢, (1) when-
ever the latter limit exists.

Let ¢ (|| @), h(r|F|| &) and s (7|| &) be the error exponents given in the Intro-
duction. We also define the underlined and overlined versions of these quantities,
by replacing the limits with liminf and limsup, respectively; i.e.,

1
(1) = sup {timint 2 1og (au(5) + 5 (1)}
(717) = sup {lmsup— o (0, (1) + (1)}
{Tn} n—00
S0 = 1 : 1
h(r|plld) = {hmmf—— log 8,(T},) | limsup — log av,, (T},) < —r} , >0,
n—o0 n n—oo N
= o = 1 ) 1
h(r|pgl|o) = sup limsup —— log 5, (7,,) | limsup —log o, (T},) < =1 p , >0,
1
s(pllo) = {hmlnf—— log B (1) | lim a,(T},) = 0} ,
n—00 n n—0o00
o = : 1 .
s(p||d) = sup {hmsup—— log 5,(T5) | lim a,(T,) = 0} :
{T} n—00 n n—o0

Obviously, ¢ (7| &) < (p| &) < c(p]|7), h(r|7l|G) < h(r|pl|d) < h(r]F]lF),
r>0,and s(p[|7) <5(p|5) < s (p]] 7).
The following was shown in [14]:

2.1 Theorem. Assume that supp p,, < supp d,, n € N, that the limit

b(t) = Tim Lo (1) (6)

n—oo N,

exists as a real number for all ¢ € R, such that the convergence is uniform on
[0,1], and that ¢ is differentiable on R and lim,_,o ¢}, (1) = ¢'(1). Then the
mean relative entropy and the mean Chernoff and Hoeffding bounds exist, the
relations () and () hold, and

c(plld) =c(plla) =c(pllo) = Cu(pllo),
h(r|pllG) = h(r|plld) = h(r[plld) = Hu(rlpllo), >0,
s(pllo) =5(pllo) =s(plld) = Su(pllo) .



2.2 Quasi-free states

Our general reference for this section is [7]. Let H be a separable Hilbert space
and F(H) := @M AF A be the corresponding antisymmetric Fock space, with
the convention A°H := C. We use the notation

1
TN A\ xy Z:ﬁ25(0)$0(1)®...®$0(k), T1,..., 2, € H,

T oEeSk

where the summation runs over all permutations of k elements and s(o) denotes
the sign of the permutation o. For each x € ‘H the corresponding creation operator
is defined as the unique bounded extension ¢*(z) : F(H) — F(H) of

@) AN N =T AT A AT, T1,...,T, €H, k€N,

and the corresponding annihilation operator is its adjoint c¢(z) := (¢*(z))". Cre-
ation and annihilation operators satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations
(CAR):

c(@)e(y) +cly)e(z) =0, clz)c’(y) + < (y)e(r) = (7, )T

The C*-algebra generated by {c(z) : x € H} is called the algebra of the canonical
commutation relations, and is denoted by CAR(#). The von Neumann algebra
generated by {c(z) : = € H} is equal to B(F(H)); in particular, for a finite
dimensional Hilbert space H we have CAR(H)—B(F(H)).

If A€ B(H) then A®* leaves the antisymmetric subspace of H®* invariant.
We denote the restriction of A®* onto A*H by AFA, and introduce the notation

F(A) =@ At A

Here we use the convention A% := A°A := 1. This gives a bounded operator
if H is finite-dimensional or if ||A| < 1. If #H is finite dimensional and A has a
complete set of eigenvectors with corresponding eigenvalues Ay, ..., Ay, then the
eigenvalues of A¥A are {\;, ...\, : i1 < ... <i,}. Thus we get that in this
case

i

Tr F(A) =det(I + A).
Let @ € B(#H) and define a functional wg on monomials by
wq (c(x1)* . c(wn) c(Ym) - - - (Y1) = O det{(yi, Q xj)Hfj:l . (7)

If 0 < @ < I, then wg extends to a state on CAR(H). Such states are called
quasi-free. For a state wg the operator () is called the symbol of wg. When H is
finite-dimensional, we have the following [6], Lemma 3|:
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2.2 Proposition. Let H be finite-dimensional and () € B(H) be a symbol, and
assume that 1 is not an eigenvalue of (). Then the density of the corresponding
quasi-free state is

- QQ det(I — Q)F (%) .

Now let H :=[*(Z) and {1y : k € Z} be its standard base. The right-shift
is the unitary operator S determined by S1y, = 1413 A bounded oper-
ator A € B(I*(2)) is said to be shift-invariant if it commutes with S. The
map y(c(z)) := ¢ (Sz) extends to an automorphism of CAR(H), called the shift
automorphism. A quasi-free state wg is called shfit-invariant if wg o v = wy,
which holds if and only if its symbol @) is shift-invariant. As it was shown in
[17] (see also [4, Examples 5.2.21 and 6.2.14| and [§] for an overview), shift-
invariant states on CAR((*(Z)) can be transferred in a one-to-one way to shift-
invariant states on the spin chain C := ®7°__ B(C?) such that the local restric-
tions to CAR(Span{l{O}, ce 1{n—1}}) are transferred to the local restrictions to
®Z;38(Cz). As a consequence, the asymptotic hypothesis testing problem for
the local restrictions of two shift-invariant quasi-free states can be interpreted as
an asymptotic hypothesis testing problem for the local restrictions of two shift-
invariant states on the spin chain C.

Qg = det(I — Q) @m™ Ak

3 Szegd’s theorem

Shift-invariant operators commute with each other and they are simultaneously
diagonalized by the Fourier transformation

F:P(2Z)— L*([0,27)),  Flgy =k,  @i(z)=e*,

i.e., every shift-invariant operator A arises in the form A = F~'M,F, where
M; denotes the multiplication operator by a bounded measurable function a on
[0,27). As a consequence, the matrix entries of shift-invariant operators are
constants along diagonals; more explicitly, (1, Algy) = 5= 02” e =D (z) du.
Szeg’s classic theorem [9] states that if a is real-valued then

hmlTrf / fla(x
e

for any continuous function f on the convex hull X(A) of the spectrum of A,
where A, := P, AP, with P, := >"7_, |Lixy) (Lgxy|- The following is a multivariate
generalization of Szegd’s theorem:



3.1 Lemma. Let a™",... 4 be bounded measurable functions on [0,27) with

corresponding shift-invariant operators AN, ... A®™_ Then
im LT £ (40 O (a0 = L [T 0 ") (4
lim — Tr f (A f(AY)) = — fO (@M (@) (@ (2)) de
n—oo N, 2 0

(8)
for any choice of polynomials fV, ..., f). If all a*) are real-valued then (&)

holds when f®*) is a continuous function on X(A®) for all 1 < k < r. In this
case, the convergence is uniform on norm-bounded subsets of [[;_, C (Z(A®)).

Proof. Obviously, the statement for polynomials follows if we can prove that

1 1 2w
lim —Tr AD .. AD = / aD(z) ... " (z)d 9
T T A — [ @) a @) de, Q)
for arbitrary r € N and bounded measurable functions a™, ..., a"). First let

a®(z) = e 1 <k <r, with py,...,p, € Z. Then (1, A®1,) = 8;_j,, and
therefore the diagonal elements of AV A are all 0, unless p1 +...+p, =0,
in which case the diagonal consists of 0’s and 1’s, and the number of the 1’s is

between n — |p1| — ... — |p,| and n. Thus
lim S Tr AD . A0 5 0= _ L 2Wa(l)(;n) cca(x) de
noo M, n n p1+...+Dr, o

0

From this, (@) follows immediately in the case when a®), 1 < k < r, are trigono-
metric polynomials.

Now let ), 1 < k < r, be bounded measurable functions on [0,27). One
can see (by taking the Fejér means of the Fourier series) that for any € > 0 there
exist trigonometric polynomials "', 1 < k < r, such that |a®) — at? |2 < e and

1690 < [|a®) || for all 1 < k < r. Note that if A = F~'M,F then

n—1 n—1
A} = TP, A*P, AP, < Tr PA"AP, =Y (1gy, A"Algy) = > (o |al*ex)
k=0 k=0
= nllal;, (10)
and obviously
[Anll < Al = lafl - (11)

As a consequence, we get for any bounded operators X, Y on H and 1 < k <,
Te XAPY —Tr X (AD), Y] < XY [|AD = (%), ||,

< XTI I, AP = (49), ],
nfla® —al®|), XY < nelIX| Y

IN
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due to Holder’s inequality and inequality (I0]). Iterated application of the above
inequality, combined with (II), yields

1 1
LA a0~ Ay a0 | <eel
n n n n

where ¢ := r max; <<, ||a®||"~! is independent of n. Similarly,

1 27 1 2m
/ aW(z)- .. a"(z)de — — / al(x) ... 4" (z)dx
0 21 Jo

2

and from these and the previous argument, the first assertion follows.

Now if a® is real-valued then A is self-adjoint for all n and its spectrum is
easily seen to be in the convex hull of the spectrum of A%®) hence f(k)(ASf)) is
well-defined for all n. By the Stone-Weierstrass theorem, for each £ > 0 there exist
polynomials f27, ..., £ such that ||f® — f|o < e and [|[f® ||l < |0
for 1 <k <r. For any bounded operators X,Y on H and f,g € C (Z(A(k))) we
have

Te X F(AD)Y — Tr X g(AD)Y| P

< |
< X[ Y [In || £(AP) = g(AD)|
< XY In(lf =gl (12)

n

IXIHIY £ (AR = g(AR)

and thus

1

1 My _ 1
n

Te fO(AD) ..o FO(AD) - LT fOAD) LA <,

n

where ¢ := rmax;<i<, ||f®||""! is independent of n. Obviously, the limit of
L2 (D a0 (@) £ (@0 (@) dais = 27 fO @0 (@) fO (00 (2) dae

27 Jo
as ¢ — 0, and from these and the validity of (&) for polynomials, the assertion fol-

lows. The uniformity of the convergence is an immediate consequence of ([2)). O

4 Hypothesis testing for quasi-free states

Let ¢,7 : [0,2m) — [0,1] and wg and wg be the corresponding shift-invariant
quasi-free states on CAR(I*(Z)) with symbols Q = F~'M;F and R = F~'M;F.
Let wg, and wg, be the restrictions onto CAR(Span{l{o}, e 1{n—1}}>- We will
study the asymptotic hypothesis testing problem for {p,}nen vs. {04 }nen with
pn = wq, and o, := wg,. That is, the null-hypothesis in this case is that the
true state of the infinite system is wg, while the counter-hypothesis is that it is
wg, and we make measurements on local subsystems to decide between these two
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options. We will replace g’ and & with wg and wg in all notations, as the latter
uniquely determine the former.

All over this section we will assume that there exists an n € (0,1/2) such that
n < ¢, 7 <1—mn. As a consequence, the local restrictions are faithful. The core
of our main result is the following:

4.1 Proposition. The limits in (@) and (@) exist, and

Su (wg ||wr) = % /0 ' [cj(:v) log ggg + (1 —¢(x)) log 1 : z(if) dzx, (13)

and

Y(t) = % /O ' log [G(2)'F(z)' ™" + (1 — q(z))" (1 — #(z))" "] dz, teR. (14)

Moreover, the convergence %1/1,1(15) — 1(t) is uniform on compact subsets of R,
is differentiable on R, and Sy (wq ||wr) = ¥'(1).

Proof. By Proposition 2.2 we have
S (wo, ||wgr,) = Tr [Qn (log @Q,, — log R,)

+(L = @n) (log(1, — Q) — log(I, Rn))} (15)

and
1, = et = @uderthn=F et ot (1 CEn@ ) <l ]jnR ) _]
(16)

for each n € N. Since log is continuous on [n,1 — 7], [I3) follows immediately
from (3] and Lemma Bl To prove (I4]), note that (I6) can be rewritten as

1 1 1 1
logTer Op = Trlog([ —Qn)'+— Trlog([ —R,)" t—i— Trlog (I, + Wiy) ,

t/2 1-t t/2
where W, ; 1= (IEZ)J (IHIE’E%J <Iﬁ—él> . By Lemma B.1],

lim — L Tr [log(I, — Qn)" + log(1, — R,)"]

n—o00 N,
1 2w

= [ flog(1 = q(w))'(1 — #(2))~"] d.



Note that for each compact interval J C R there exists an M > 0 such that
0 < W, < MI, for every n and ¢t € J. The Taylor series expansion log(1 +
x) = > _ycm(z — M/2)™ is absolutely and uniformly convergent on [0, M], and
therefore

N
1 1
~ Trlog (I + W) — — Tr > (W — (M/2)L,)"

m=0

converges to 0 uniformly in n and t € J as N — oo. Similarly to the proof of
Lemma BT it is then enough to show that L Tr(W,, — (M/2)I,)™ converges to
= Ozﬂ(ht(:v) — (M/2))™ dz uniformly in ¢ € J for each m € N, where h(z) :=
(G(x)/(1 = ¢(x)))" (7(2)/(1 — #(x)))"". This, however, follows immediately from
Lemma[3.1l The differentiability of ¢ and Sys (wg || wr) = ¥'(1) follows from ([I4])
and (I3) by a straightforward computation. O

Now we can state the main result of our paper:

4.2 Theorem. Let wg and wg be quasi-free states as above. Then the mean
relative entropy and the mean Chernoff and Hoeffding bounds exist, and

c(wollwr) =c(wollwr) = c(wollwr) = Cu(wollwr) = min ¥(?),
h(rlwgllwr) =h(rlwgllwr) = h(rlwgllwr) = Hu (rlwgl|ws)
- g o
s (wq [[wr) =3 (wol|wr) = s (wollwr) = Su(wgllwr)=v'(1).

Proof. The theorem follows immediately from Proposition 1] and Theorem 211
U

5 Concluding remarks

We applied the results of [14] to the hypothesis testing problem of discriminating
the local restrictions of two shift-invariant quasi-free states on a CAR algebra,
and established the equality of various error exponents and the corresponding
relative entropy-like quantities. In [14] the general problem was analyzed without
any restriction on the relation of the supports of p,, and o,,, while here we assumed
them to be equal, which removed some of the technical difficulties and allowed us
to express our results in a more compact form. Furthermore, the expression (I4)
for ¢ provides explicitly (at least numerically) computable formulas for the mean
relative entropy and mean Chernoff and Hoeffding bounds, that do not involve
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evaluations of limits. Though the relative entropy and the Chernoff bound are
strictly positive in finite dimensions, this property does not necessarily hold for
their asymptotic versions in general. In our case, however, formulas (I3) and (I4)
show that the mean relative entropy or the mean Chernoff bound can only vanish
it ¢ = 7 almost everywhere, i.e., if wg = wg.

As is well-known in the literature of hypothesis testing (see e.g. |5, 10, 20]), the
optimal error exponents are achieved by using the Neyman-Pearson tests Sy, ., n €
N, where a is some properly chosen real number and S, , := {e""*p,—3&,, > 0}, the
spectral projection corresponding to the positive part of the spectrum of the self-
adjoint operator e~"*p,, —d,. These tests are easily seen to be minimizers of T}, —
e "o, (T,) + Bn(T), 0 < T, < I,, as was pointed out e.g. in [I2]. The results of
[14] (Theorem 3.1, Corollary 4.5, Remark 4.6) combined with Proposition of
the present paper then give

. ]- —na -
lim —log (e @n(Sna) + Bu(Sna)) = —pla), a€R,
1
h_>m ElOg O‘n(Snﬂ) = —¢(—a), a>—-Sy(wrll wQ) )
1
Jim —log Bu(Sna) = —pla), a<Su(wollwr),
where
pla) == max{ta —p(t)},  ¢la) = max{ta—9(1-1)}

are the polar functions of 1 and ¢ (t) := (1 —t) on [0,1]. In [I4] care had to
be taken about some exceptional values of a that may exist due to the possi-
bility of ¢ being affine on certain intervals; however, this problem cannot oc-
cur for the quasi-free states we discussed in this paper. Indeed, a straight-

forward computation shows that 1”(t) = == o [Emfg — (Ex,tfx)z} dz, t € R,

where f, : 0,1} = R, fu(s) == log(s + (=1)%i(x)) — log(s + (—1)*(z)) and
E.: is the expectation value with respect to the probability measure p,.(0) :=
G(x) P (x)71/Se s, pes(1) := (1—q(x))"(1 —7(x))*"/S,s, with S, ; being the nor-
malization factor. As a consequence, either ¢ is affine on R and ¢(z) = 7(x)
for almost every = (and therefore the two states are equal), or ¢”(¢) > 0 for all
t € R. The same result was obtained in [14] Lemma 3.2| in an i.i.d setting and we
conjecture this property (i.e., affinness on R vs. strict convexity) to hold in most
cases of interest.

Stein’s lemma generally treats the optimal exponential decay of the 5,,’s under
the constraint that the «,,’s stay under some given constant bound. It seems,
however, that in all cases when the exponential decay rate of these exponents can
be identified, it coincides with the mean relative entropy [3], 15 22], which is the

11



optimal exponent we obtained under the stronger constraint that the a,,’s have
to vanish asymptotically. Moreover, one can immediately verify from Theorem
that in the setting of the present paper

h(0lwq ||wg) = R (0lwq ||wgr) = h (0lwq ||wr) = Hu (0]we |lwr)
= Su (wql|wr)
showing that one obtains the mean relative entropy as the optimal exponent even

if the av,’s are required to vanish with an (arbitrarily slow) exponential speed. A
similar result was obtained in a more general setting in |14, Proposition 4.9].
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